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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 

 

DIVISION EIGHT 

 

 

THE PEOPLE, 

 

 Plaintiff and Respondent, 

 

 v. 

 

THADRON WILLIAM BEAL, 

 

 Defendant and Appellant. 

 

      B265842 

 

      (Los Angeles County 

      Super. Ct. No. YA022486) 

 

 APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of Los Angeles County,  

Mark S. Arnold, Judge.  Affirmed.  

 

 Julie Jakubik, under appointment by the Court of Appeal, for Defendant and 

Appellant.  

 

 No appearance for Plaintiff and Respondent. 

 

__________________________________ 
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 The trial court denied his motion for modification of sentence under Proposition 

47 (hereafter Prop. 47).  We affirm the order in accord with the procedures established in 

People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 346.  

DISCUSSION 

 Thadron Beal, acting as a self-represented litigant, filed a petition to have his  

sentence reduced under Prop. 47.  Beal was convicted in July 1996 of second degree 

robbery in violation of Penal Code section 211, and sentenced to a third strike term of 25 

years to life.  Beal’s petition asked the trial court to reduce his life sentence.  The trial 

court denied Beal’s petition, finding that robbery does not fall within the purview of 

those crimes for which a reduction of sentence is afforded by Prop. 47.  

 Beal filed a timely appeal, and our court appointed counsel to represent him on 

appeal.  On October 19, 2015, appointed counsel filed a brief pursuant to Wende, supra, 

25 Cal.3d 436, requesting we independently review the record on appeal for any arguable 

issues.  The same day, we notified Beal by letter that he could submit any claim, 

argument or issues that he wished our court to review.  Beal did not respond to our letter.  

 We have reviewed the record on appeal, and find that Beal’s appointed counsel 

has fulfilled her duty, and that no arguable issue exists.  (Wende, supra, 25 Cal.3d 436, 

People v. Kelly (2006) 40 Cal.4th 106.)  

DISPOSITION 

 The order denying Beal’s Prop. 47 petition is affirmed.  

 

 

BIGELOW, P. J.  

We concur:  

 

 

RUBIN, J.   GRIMES, J.   

 


